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‘WT has ever been the practice of the people of Ver- 

mont from their firſt ſettlement of this difputed 
territory, to appeal to the impartial judgment of the 
public as to the juftice. of their cauſe, againſt the claims 
and demands of contiguous governments to the jurif- 
diGion.and right of ſoil of this territory, and their na- 
toral and inherent right to form into a “pglitical foe 
ciety, and emancipate into a regular conſtituted go- 
vernment, as well to rid themfelves from the inconve- 
nieneies and evils,infeparable from a flafe of nature 
and anarchy which they had long laboured under, as, 


to exempt themſelves from the ufurpation and iron rod 


of the government of New York. In thofe matters 
the public have moft generally favored Vermont with 
#heir approbation, but how comes it to pafs that Ver- 
mont has laid claim to the Ncew-Hampthire Grants 
Eaſt of Connecticut River, to the old’ Mafon line, and 
to a diſtrict of territory to the weftward of the New- 
Hampfnire Grants (which had been granted tnd fettled 
by the fe~mer ~overnment of New-York) as far to. 


the v he centre of the Hudſon's river. 


The reaſons which induced Vermont to thus extend 
Ber juriſdiction, are too prolix to be particularly given 
in this {mall publication, and therefore, the. bulky part 
of them, are propoſed to be ſhortly printed in a larger 
pamphlet; however to obſerve briefly, it is well 
known that the government of New-York, both be- 
fore and fince the late revolution, have claimed the 
Juriſciction and foil of the land compreliended in the 
territory over which Vermont fifſt erected and extend- 
ed ita governmental juriſdiction, viz. from pun l 
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necticut River, bounding Northerly. ‘on the “asth de- 


‘that territory, for a variety of. reafons heretofore pub- 
Jifhed, were in oppoſition to the juriſdiction of New- 
York, and great part of the time in arms, àgainſt the 


oppreſſions, laws and authority of that government, 


within the faid territory ; for the fubfequent grantees 
under New-York at law challenged the lands and la- 


l fpace of near fifteen years previous to the 
commencement of the prefent war, the inhabitants of 


r 


bours.of the inhabitants who had previoully purchaſed 
and fettled the lands under the government of New- 


Hampfhir e. 
During thoſe conflicts with the gtwernment of News _ 


. York, a great plurality of proclaniaiicng™were at dif- 


ferent periods given out by the refpective Governors 


of New-York, for the exprefs putpofe of apprehend. 


ing, and (as they phraſed it) to bring to condign pu- 


-nifhment, thofe delinquent inhabitants; and large re. 


Wards were therein offered for that purpofe, fo thar, 


pret part of the inhabitants had, at one time or other, 
ccome obnoxious to fhoſe pröclamatione, either as 
original actors or as accomplices, . „ 
The lat memorable tranfactions of the government 
of New-York, prior to its revolution (fram a province 
to a State) toward thofe inhabitants, was the paſſing 
twelve acts of cutlawry againſt them which had the 


ſanction of their legiflative bedy, which wholly pree 


cluded them from the privilege of governmental! pro- 


tection, and amounted to a pofitive declaration of war 
pgaink them; upon which. the inhabitants of 5 Bars 
T ae Glͤftrict 
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kiſtrict (then called the New-Hampfhire Grants) by 
the authority of their then leaders, publiſhed a declara- 
tion of a defenfive war againft the government of New- 
York, but the prefent revolution commencing procrafti- | 
nated the decifion of the difpute at arms,as both parties 
entered the lift of oppofition tothe aſſumed prerogative 
of the parliament of Britain over the then colonies, 

The United States declared their independence the 
ath day of July 1776, and Vermont announced their’s 
the 15th day cf January next following. 

The 22d of Auguſt 1778, the State of New-Hamp. 
ſhire made a demand on the State of Vermont of a re- 
linquifhment of the juriſdiction of the New-Hamp- 
ſhire Grants to the eahtward of Connecticut river and 
to the weſtward of the old Mafon line, over which, at 
that time, Vermont had begun to exereiſe juriſdiction, 
ſuppoſing that the whole of theſe Grants, on both 
fides of Connecticut river, had a right to unite in one 

entire State, in conſequence of the annihilation of 
Kingly power, whieh alone had connected the Grants 
eaft of Connecticut river aud weft of the Mafon line 
to New. Hammpſnhire, and the Grants weft of Connecti- 
eut river to New-York, as by the royal adjudication 
of their boundary line on Connecticut river in 1764, 
in the determination of which the inhabitants of thefe 
Grants were unknowing and wholly paffive ; and all 
the pretenfions which the Governors of New-York 
and New. Hampfhire ever had from the crown of Eng- 
land, to any juriſdiction over thofe Grants, were de. 
rived in their commiffions pointing out their bcunda- 
ries uf juriſdiction, or to fome royal decree of the 
v King, as that of 1764 ; which the State of New- © 
Hamphhire principally urged, as a reafon why eh 
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ſhould recede from their claim of juriſdiction to the 
aft of. Connecticut river, for that there was no other 
way of aſcertaining the bounds of any of the United 
States but by the lines -formerly :eflablifhed by the 
-Englith government; their. own words are thefe, 
Were not thofe towns” eaft of Connecticut river 
r fettied and cultivated under grants from the Gover- 
< nor of New-Hampſhire ; are they not in the lines 
.“ thereof as ſettled by the King of Great. Britain, 
& prior to the prefent æra? Is there any aſcertaining 
ee the boundaries of any of the United States of A~ 
ec merica, but by the lines formerly eſtabliſned by. 


. Great-Britain, I am fure there is not. 


Though this reaſonig was not fully ſatisfactory to 
Vermont, viewing the whole matter on 4 large icale, 
yet as they were previouſly engaged in a fpirited 
controverſy with the State. of New-York, the legiſla- 
ture of Vermont complied with the demand of News 
: Hampfhire, and on the 12th day of February 1779 re- 
Enquifhed their claim of jariſdiction to the New- | 
` Hampthire Grants to the eaſtward of Connecticut 
‘ river, . a . a erica er „ A 
The prolixity of the tranſactions between tlie re- 
ſpective States of New-Hampfhire and Vermont, in 
the ſettlement of their boundary line on Connecticut 
river, will not admit it a place in this, but may be 
ſeen at large in a pamphlet entitled A concife Refu- 
tation of the claims of New. Hampſhire and Maſſachu- 


ſetts Bay to the Territory of Vermont.?! mes iS 
In March, 1779, the legiflature of New-Hamphhite 

propofed the laying of their juriſdictional claim to the 
whole of the New-Hampfhire Grants, which included 
the State of Vermont, againft which W 
N Coa ‘ 3 : i Qu Iy. 
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oufly remonſtrated at the General Court of New: 
Hampſhire, but to no purpoſe. They, violated their 
ſetrlement of the boundary line; which but a few 
months before had been amicably fettled between them 
and the State of Vermont (ag before mentioned) and, 


aid claim to the State of Vermont, breaking over the 


royal line of 1764 aforefaid, although that line had 
been the principle predicate of their arguments with 
Vermont, to relinquith their claim to the Grants eaſt 
of Conredticut river, and by which they enforced their 
right of jur:fdi@ion to the fame, and which, upon their 
own principle, operates with equal weight againſt their 
claim to the Grants to the weitward of the fame river, 
alias, of che faid royal line. Butit feems that New- 
Hampſhire will make ſomething, any thing, or no- 
thing, not only with the line of 1764, but with the line 
wh'ch ‘previous to their claim of the juriſdiction to 
the territory of Vermont) their government had ad- 
juſted with that af Vermont, juſt as their fancy and 
ambition may prompt them. 

New Hanipthire having laid claim to the State of 
Vermont, united her efforts with the State, of New- 
York to ruin and overturn the juriſdiction thereof, and 
began to fow diſcord and make diviſions, on the eaſt 
fide o¥ the Green Mountains and weft of Connecticut 
river; inveigling fome cf the inhabitants to renounce 
their allegiance to Vermont and connect with New- 
Hampfhire, while New. York were as induſtrious in 
feducing others on the weft fide of thofe mountains, 
to unite with them, but met with leſs fuecefs than 
their eaſtern ally, Their joint influence in the Con- 
grefs of the Uififed States was fo great, that they pro- 
Lured from them, on the 24th day of September, 779 
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a reſolve, appointing-the firk day of Febriary then 


next, to adjuft the Claims of thoſe States to the territo - 


ry of Vermont, with a proviſo that they would enat ` 
laws impowering Congrefs.to. do it, which they aec- 
eordingly did, and the inhabitants of the New. Hamp- 
ſhire Grants (in the language in that cafe adopted) were 
ferved with a copy of that reſolution. But Vermont 
temonſtrated againſt the juriſdictional right of Gons 
grafs to determine their independence which had been 
_ previoufly eſtabliſhed by the authority of the people of 
dhe territory of Vermont, whofe right it was te confi. 
tute and organnize government, and though thoſe 
claiming States did not fucceed, in procuring of Con- 
prefs a recognizance of their faid juriſdictional claims, 
or either of them, over the faid territory, they never. - 
theleſs prevented this State from a foederal union with 
the United States to this day, in confequence whereof 
this State has been expofed to the whole force of the 
enemy in Canada, without any alliances, * 
In December, 1780, Vermont, with written propos 
fals from its ſupreme executive authority, aceompa- 
nied by a ſpecial agent, ſolicited thofe claiming States, 
and eaeh ‘and every of the New-England States, for 
an alliance apainft the common enemy, but no anfwer 
was returned from any or either of them: In this ori- 
tical fituation Vermont was folicited, by two reſpecta- 
ble diſtricts of inhabitants, one from each of thoſe 
claiming States which lay contiguous to the eaft and 
welt fide of it, to be admitted into union and govern- 
mental connection with them, as well to enjoy the pri- 
vileges of their conſtitutien and laws as by them 
together with their own mutual aſſiſtanee to be pro- 
tected from the common enemy. The legiſlature of 
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Vermont, taking into their ferious confideration the 
perp exed and embarraſſed circumftances of the State, 
eccafioned partly from its local fituation to Canada, 
and partly by the deſigns and influence of thofe elaim- 
inp States, and perceiving it was through their united 
effurts that this State were precluded a union with the 
United States, and that they made and fomented fchifms 
among her citizens, and as their numbers and re- 
fources were inadequate to oppoſe the enemy’s force in 
Canada, with a rational proſpect of ſucceſs, and that a 
union with thofe contiguous diſtricts would augment 
their ſtrength, and enable them to make 2 much better 
defence againſt the enemy, and heal thofe internal divi- 
fions among themſeives, and give thoſe litigious claim- 
ing States to experience the evils of inteRine broile, 
which they had prepared for Vermont: Further con- 
fidering that theſe diſtricts, now called the eaſt and weft 
unio s, had been principally defended by this State 
ever fince the ſurrendery of the Britiſn army by Gen, 
Burgoyne, and that thoſe diſtricts had been negiceted 
as to their defence from the common enemy, by the 
States to wh ch they had previouſſy yielded allegiance, 
more particularly the wefern diftri&, which this 
State have reafon to conclude was done byNew- York, 
partly with defign to lay them more expoſed to the 
common enemy. That the inhabitants of thofe dif- 
tricts were, by natural fituation to the waters of the 
northern lakes, and expoſedneſs with the inhabitants of 
the old territory of Vermont to the incurficns of the 
enemy from Canada, whieh in this or in future wars 
would render it expedient and beft that they fhould 
belong to this State, as well as more remotely fo to the 
United States, as it will make a flrong barrier againſt 

Canada, 
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Canada. But be it in future ax it will, at preſent, felt 
prefervation and mutual defence rendered it indifpenf. 
ably necéffary, that the inhabitants of thoſe diſtricte, 
with thofe of the old territory, fhould unite in one en- 
tire State, and accordingly, on the Iath day of Febru. 
ary 1781, the legiflature of Vermont laid à juriſdicti- 
onal claim to them, in confequence of which they be. 
came incorporated into this State. 
Nor have the States of New-York or News. . 
Hampſhire, or either of them, upon the flating 
‘of their own claims, any more right of complaint 
‘againft Vermont for forming the late unions than in 
forming government within its firft limits; forafmuch 
as they denominate the whole of Vermont, unions 
and all, a uſurped government, and sall its inha- 
bitants their revolted fubjects, and threaten the 
fubjugation of them. However, it is no ways proba- 
ble that Vermont would have laid a juriſdictional claim 
to any part of the juriſdiction of thofe claiming ftates, 
had they not perfifted in the proſecution of their un- 
reaſonable claims againſt the independence af this Rate. 
Though it is obfervable, that neither the old territory, 
or either of its unions, were ever included in any grant 
or charter from the crown of England, to either of the 
governments or peop'e of New-Hampfhire or New. 
Fork, or to their predeceffors ; but were extra provins 
cial land, without the limits of any original jurifdiai- 
on whatever, but was altered from one juriſdiction to 
another by the fovereign mandates of the king of Great. 
Britain, But if thofe royal mandates are admitted at 
this day to be binding, as-giving validity to juriſdic-. 
tional Jines that to his Excellency Governor Philip 
Skeen, from the fame royal authority, which was the 
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laſt of the fork which affected the old difputed territo; 
ry of Vermont and its- weftern union, over which it 
vefed him with juriſdictional authority, and which on 
the poſition of she validity of royal traditions and. 
boundaries, would fatally operate againſt the claim of 
the State of New-York, and wholly fruſtrate their ar- 
guments deduced from the kingly ſettlement of their 
boundary line with New-Hampfhire of 1764 aforefaid. - 
The written exprefs condition upon which Vermont 
‘admitted thefe unions was, that provided Vermont 
fhould be admitted into the fœderal union with the 
United States, Congreſs fhould determine its bounda- 
Ties (alias its unions) agreeable to the mode preſeribed 
by the Articles of Confederation of the United States. 
On the 22d of Auguſt laf, Congrefs propofed that ` 
Vermont fhould exclude or nullify their faid unions, 
unnd then be admitted into the fœderal union of the 
United States. But why did not the lepiflature of 
Vermont at their feffiong in October laſt diffolve their 
faid unions and end the controverfy as Congreſs pro- 
pofed ? It was not in their power to do it; the previ- 
ous conditions of diſſolving the unions were impoſſible, 
a8 the inhabitants of thofe unions were in the moft ſo- 
lemn manner admitted to all and ſingular of the privi- 
leges and protections of government, in common with 
thoſe other eitizens who firſt erected it. The faith of 
ovenment was pledged for their ſecurity, and they 
ecame incorporated into the fame political body, and 
compofe a reſpectable part of its legiſlature. Previous 
to the forming of thoſe unions, had Congreſs propoſed 
a union of Vermont with the United States, bonfires 
and public rejoicings would have been difplayed as 
teſtimonies of their gratitude te Congrefs, and its le. 
a l i giflative 
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iflative body would have unitedly eomplied-with M 
otwithſtanding the good intention of Congreſt, had 
Vermont abandoned their unions to the vindictive rage 
of New-York and New. Hampshire, had it been in their 
power, would have been to their indelible and eternal 
teproach, Had the legiſlature of Vermont attempted ~. 
a diffolution of their unions, it would have flung them, 
and confequently the whole fate, into fuch inteſtine 
broils, that they would have fell. an, eaſy prey to. their 
watchful competitors, viz; New- Tork & New. Ham- 
fhire, and not only be damn'd and tantaliz’d over by 
them, but ſpurn'd and derided by the New. England 


States, to whom they have granted a large quantity of 
land, and incorporated it into townſipbßs. 
The legiſlature of the State of New-York, at their late fefli- 
on, renewed their claim to the property And sovereignty of the 
lands of Vermont, as far to the Eaſtward as Connecticut river, 
und to latitude forty-five degrees north; and remonſtrated 
againft the faid-refolution of Congrefs of the 22d of Angult ‘lak 
and alfo againſt the authority of Congrefs to determine the 
Independence of Vermont, which they predicate on the articles 
of their confederation. So that what effect this peremptory 
remonſtrance, grounded on former compaéts, would have had 
with Congreſs, relative to the admitiance of this State into the 
union of the United States, provided Vermont were diſineum- 
bered of its unions, is uncertain, though moſt probable it would 
have prevented it. Congrefs may now, if they think proper, 
admit Vermont into union, and then determine its boundaries, 
or which is the fame thing as its unions ; agreeable to the -cone 
dition upon which the unions took place, fe at it is in the power 
of Congrefs, by taking Vermont into union with the United 
States, legally fo diſſolve the unions if they think beft ; but not 
in the power of the legiflature of Vermont todo it. The le- 
gillative body of Vermont at their ſeſſion in October laſt, pro- 
ofed to the legiflatures of the States of New-York and New- 
ampthire, to refer the difputes relative to their reſpectire 
boundary lines, to the final arbitrament and decifion of indiffer- 
ant men, anc pledged the faith of government to abide their de- 
5 termination 
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termination; which propofals were officially tranfmitted to both 
of thofe States, but no manner of anſwer has been returned to 
this St ate And why, the caufe is very obvious; for had thofe 
States complied with the propofals of this, they muft have ne- 
ceſſar ily furceafed their reſpœctive claims to the old territory of 
ermont (an object too dear to them to part with) for there 
could be no arbitration without parties, and no parties without 
Vermont was admitted to be a ftate, which would have been 
implicitly acknowledged by thofe ſtates, by arbitrating on its 
oundaries. But queries may arife in the minds of the reader, 
Was it honeſt in Vermont to extend their juriſdiction upon the 
States of New-York and New-Hampbhire ? Previous to the fa- 
lution of this queſtion, it is requiſite to determine whether ho- 
neſty is trumps or not. Sharpisthe word. Each of thofe ſtates 
had in the firſt place laid their reſpective claims to the old terri- 
tory of Vermogt; and though Vermont, prior to extending its 
claims, had earneftly folvited them to furceafe their claim to 
Vermont—accede to their independence, and make an alliance 
with them againſt the common enemy, which propofals were 
officially tranfmitted to thofe States: But no; they would re- 
turn no anfwer to revolted ſubjects Let them ftruggle in their 
infignificant notions of independence, they ‘will anfwer as a 
Forlorn hope to fecure the liege fubjeéts of New-York and Ne- 
Hampfhire ; they are nicely fituated to Canada, and when the 
War. is terminated, if any of them remain alive, we old confede- 
rated States can eafily fubject them; but if we think it moſt 
prudent, we have a right to call on the whole confederacy of the 
nited States ro cruth them; fo that at moft they are but our 
vaſſals, and cheag’d with imaginary profpects of liberty (a thing 
greatly talked of in this world and but little enjoyed) will go 
through the hazards and fatigues of that expofed part of our 
frontiers better than as though they had fome time palt been 
fubjugated, which we old and politic ftates can do any time 
when it beft ferves our purpoſes; we know the length of their 
tether and can fhorten it when we pleafe, and have Tome time 
fince divided their territury between us; we have them fnug 
enough, and fcorn to anfwer any of their propofals. This is 
the language of their filence and of their claims; fo that the 
* queftion concerning Vermont's unions,is not fo much whether 
` it ‘accords with old homefpun honeſty, as whether it is politi- 
cally fo ; or in fine, whether it was honet for Vermont in their 
trying circumftances to n. ake any acteſſions of power againit 
the 
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the avowed coercive. defigns of thofe fates, or the common enek 
my. Before we leave this ſubject, we will query whether it 
was not as honeſt in this ſtate to Jay a juriſdictional claim to the 
grants eaſt of Connecticut river, as it was for New-Hümpfſhire 
previoully to break over the mutual ſettlement of their bounda- 
ry line. with. Vermont on Connecticut river, and lay claim to 
the then whole territory of Vermont. So much. for honeſty. 
But, fay the enemies to the independence of Vermont, why 
was there but little or no fighting between them and the enemy 
in Canada laſt campaign? Surely there is fome negotiation ta- 
king place between them inimical to the United States of Amea 
rica~-Roufe the whole confederacy and deſtroy Vermont. 
But why, what evil have they fuftained from the northward f 
Have the enemy been permitted to pafs through Vermont to 
invade the United States? No, not yet; but it is going to he 
done---So is the laft trumpet going to found, but not yet, and 
it is more than probable that neither of thefe events will take 
place in our days. But how came all this jealoufy and talk in 
America? It-was -undoubtedly firt promoted by thole who 
were impatient that the inhabitants of this -State fhould have 
been deftroyed by the common enemy (or by weak and felf-con» 
ceited politicians which are apt to fwarm in republican governs -- 
ments) To the former it is a myſtery that Vermont ‘yet lives; 
they think that having prevented its union with the United States 
it muft have terminated in their deſtruction: and inasmuch 
as they are ata lofs about all thefe and thoſe things, it may be 
beft that they remain fo; This publication is by no means 
meant to open their eyes, but leaves them to grope in the dark, 
conjecturing what to their depraved ideas of polities appears moſt 
eligible. However, there are rumours circulated that the whole 
confederacy of the United States will join and extirpate Ver- 
mont, whiek is as unlikely as that the tail of the next comet 
will fet the. world on fire. What eminent fervices have Ver- 
mont don¢ in the common caufe in the courſe of this war, even 
to thoſe claiming States who are devoting it to deſtruction, in 
order to take poſſeſſion of the fertile ferritory; but as it is 
merely interefted views which unite thofe claiming States to 
endeavour. the ruin of Vermont, which cannot be an inducé- 
ment tothe other eleven United States; it is not fuppofable 
that they will be duped to eſpouſe their cauſe, the reward o 
which could be nothing but infamy and difgrace. How ingle 
tious would the victorious Continental Troops, juſt returns, 5 
; 58 re 
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from the capture of a proud and haughty army, with a Corn. 
wallis, the pride of England, at their head, appear in arma, 
puiffandy trampleing on the rights of a brave and meritorious 
cople, and facrificing the liberties which they have been yas 
iantly ſupporting; and all to corroberate the venal and ambi- 
tions deſigns of controverting States; Heavens forbid it! Pre- 
ferve their laurels, and ſmile propitioully on Vermont, who 
want nothing butjuitice fhould take-place between them and 
their competitors. Did not Vermont ſtrike a reſpectable part 
of the mortal blow towards capturing General Burgoyne, which 
roduced the alliance with France, and, in the chain of caufes 
‘brought the French fleet to Chefepeake, and brought about 
fecond memorable cera in America. But notwithitanding what 
“has been frid on this ſubjeck, we will premife, for it is probable, 
that New-York and New-Hampzthire will urge the confederacy 
at large to fupprefs Vermont, and fubje it to their juriſdiction; 
but it is obfervable, that both of thofe slaiming States claim 
‘this territory againit cach other; fo that it will be pre-requifitely 
neceffary for Congrefs to aſcertain and eftablifh the boundary 
Jne between thofe States, prior to any fuppofed ſubjugation of 
Vermont to thofe jurifdictions, or to either of them; for other- 
“wife there could be no object in view in a ſuppoſed conqueſt of 
Vermont: But after all, it would ſtill remain a diſpute who 
‘fhould ſhare the conqueſt, whether New-York or New-Hamp- 
‘fhire, or whether either of them fhould extend juriſdiction over 
the difputed premiſes; or if over any part, how far either the 
one or the other, or either of them, fhould extend juriſdickion: 
So that the States of New-York and New-Hampſhire, previous 
“to the conquelt of Vermont, by the confederacy of the United 
“States, muit go through a tryal at law, agreeable to the articles 
‘of confederation, or other wife, in order to fettle their bounda 
line, or elfe pull off the mafk and publicly own the fact, wit 
‘which they ſtand indicted hy Vermont, viz. That they have ` 
fome time paſt clandeftinely agreed upon the line of the divifion 
of that State, and fo produce it to Congrefs as a line mutually 
acreed oh between themfelves; but J advife them to pretend to 
' Cougrefs, and to the world, that it was but very recently agreed 
upon between thent. ; 

But why doesnot Vermont callon the eleven United and 
dilinterefted States ta efpoufe their cauſe iene the oppreffions 
of the other tp; becaife fhe does not belong to the confede- 

racy of the United States. But how came thoſe claiming States 
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i6 have a ight te challenge affiftance from the United Staten, — 
as predi€ated on the guarantee of their confederation, to eſpouſe 
their quarrel with che State of Vermont, which had unremittede 
Ir exited many years with New-York, and fome coniiderable 
time with New-Hampjhir, before the confed -of the 
United States took place, which was on the frit day ef March, 
1781, and in the fourth year of the governmental I ce 
of Vermont, and fourteen days aſter Vermont had formed the 
before mentioned unions, which wat on the fourteenth day of 
February, 1731. Will any advocates for the confederacy of 
the United States be fo hardy as to pretend that it could be in 
force before it exifted, or thatit could poſſibly have a retrof- 
pective obligatory nature, any more than a law before it is 
enacted ? Every one will determine in the negatives and cone 
fequently the State of Vermont, including its unions, cannot 
come within the reach of the guarantee of the confederation of 
the eleren United States, to choſe other claiming United States; 
nor is there any manner of propriety in acy fuppofable demand 
of any one, or both of the States of New-York or New-Ham 
fhire, on the guarantee of their confederacy, to interfere wi 
or eſpouſe their controveriy with Vermont, previous to the firſt 
day of March laft, when their confederacy took place. 

Furthermore, thoi claiming States, previous to Vermont's 
extending their juriidi€tional claims upon them, were the-age 
greſſors, in that they unitedly and ſpiritedly perfifted in prole- 
cufing their reipe@tive claims to the territory of 
Vermont, and made ufe of any and every indireck 
meafure in their power, to accompliſh their deſigns and fruf- 
trate the independence of Vermont, and * neceſſitated her 
to lay claim to thofe unions, to preferve herſelf; fo that if there 
be any wrong in Vermont in laying claim to them, in itfelt, 
fimply confidered, New-York and New-Hampfhire were the 
procuring caufe of it, and therefore cannot take advantage of 
their own wrong to blame Vermont, or have any rightful de- 
mand on the confederacy to aſſiſt them, fo as with or without 
them to ruin Vermont, who would never have made thofe 
elaims on them, had not their. previous unwarrantable claims 
againſt her, occafioned the laying of them. ; 

It feems that thofe claiming States, chufe to be at liberty to 
elaim and vex Vermont, and make what repriſals they can upon. 
her, yet, if Vermont return the compliment, as we vagary 
fay titfor tas, they complain of abuſe and inu S** andi e 


threaten, 
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threatened with awful defolation from the confederacy at large, 
if we may credit the reports of the fticklers of thofe claiming 
States. Vermont does not mean to be fo over righteous as by 


chat means to die before her time; but for the States of Newe 
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York and New-Hamphhire, to fland griping their refpective 
claims fait hold of Vermont, and at the fame time make fuch a 
hedious outcry againſt the gripe of Vermont upon them, is 
altogether romantic and laughable. 

State of Vermont, January 17, 1782 


3 


